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Temperature

Power Ramp (Ruby Injector) --not too stable
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Temperature

Power ramp (0.080mm Capillary X 1.0m)
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Temperature/Pressure
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Thermal Runaway

Area shown in following graph
of jump from 36.5W to 49.5W

Increased massflow caused rise in exhaust
Continuation after pressure leading to flooding.
approximately 4hrs Decrease of inlet pressure at 170 caused
running runaway--power cut at 185.
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Temperature

Jump from 36.5W to 49.5W
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Sensors 25, 7, 21, 28 are obviously worse
than the others. This is addressed in later
disk sector designs and is not pertinent for
this analysis. Sensor 7 is the worst and is
included in other graphs to represent a
worst case condition. Strangely, 11 and 14
analogs of 25 and 28 arent as bad
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